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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

DATE: March 23, 1978
SUBJECT: LAER Standards - U. S.S. Corporation

FROM Di rector,
Di vision of Stationary Source Enforcenent
TO Gordon M Rapier, Director
Air and Hazardous Materials Division
Region |11

This is in response to a letter fromUnited States Steel Corporation
(USSC) to Peter Wnne, EPA Region IIl, which was transnmitted to this office
for review and resolution. USSC is proposing to construct four coke
batteries at its Cairton facility. The area surrounding this facility has
been determined to be non-attai nnent and, therefore, requires that any new
construction conformto EPA's Interpretative Ruling (IR). Anmong ot her
things, the IRrequires that all new sources |ocating in non-attainnent
areas enpl oy control techniques which neet the | owest achi evabl e em ssion
rate (LAER), as defined on a case-by-case basis.

USSC has received pernmit approval to construct Battery No. 20, and has
already initiated construction. Pernmit applications have been filed for
Batteries 13, 14, and 15, but approval has not yet been granted. USSC is
pl anning to commence construction of Battery No. 15 on April 1, 1978. \While
Battery No. 15 has not yet received an approval, it appears from USSC s nenp
t hat EPA and USSC have negotiated the limts of LAER applicable to Battery
No. 15. The LAER limits for Batteries Nos. 15 and 20 are identical.
Batteries Nos. 13 and 14 are schedul ed to commence construction on April 1,
1979.

Since USSC has applied for a permit to construct, (Batteries 13 and 14)
t hey nust be given the necessary
i nformati on upon which to base their control options. |If it is determ ned
that LAER, at this time, is consistent with that applicable to Batteries 15
and 20, then that should be the Ievel of control specified. This
determ nation should reflect the | evel of control, established as LAER,
which is appropriate at the tine of permt review Therefore, unless USSC
is unabl e to proceed on a continuous program of construction (i.e., commence
on site construction within 18 nonths of permt approval) the LAER should be
constrained by the level of technology which is available at this tine.
Shoul d USSC be unable to neet this construction schedule, then they should
be required to obtain a subsequent permt approval and LAER should be
reassessed at that tine.

If you have any additional questions or comments concerning this
matter, please contact Rich Biondi (755-2564) of my staff.

Edward E. Reich

cc: Steve Wassersug - Region |11
Peter Wnne - Region |11
Nei | Swanson - Region |11
M ke Trutna - CPDD

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
WASHI NGTON, D.C. 20460
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OFFI CE OF ENFORCEMENT
OCT 04 1978

SUBJECT: Application of Condition 2 of the Em ssion
O fset Policy to Permitted Facilities;
United States Steel Corporation's Cairton Wrks

FROM Di rector
Di vision of Stationary Source Enforcenent

TO St ephen B. Wassersug, Director
Enf orcenent Division, Region |11l

In response to your nenorandum of Septenber 26, 1978, the Assistant
Admi ni strator for Enforcement has discussed this matter with the Deputy
Assi stant Administrator for General Enforcenment and nyself. W concur in
your position that it would be inappropriate to take enforcenent action
against United States Steel Corporation for the failure of pernmts already
issued for construction of Batteries Nos. 13, 14, 15, and 20 to neet
Condition 2 of the Interpretative Ruling (41 F. R 55524, Decenber 21, 1976).

You shoul d, however, make it clear to United States Steel Corporation
that all permits not currently issued to such facilities will be required to
neet all applicable federal requirenments, including Condition 2 of the
Interpretative Ruling.

Edward E. Reich



